any improvement in the mode of treating the disease had occurred to the writer, was a question which we hoped to have the opportunity of answering in the affirmative. An attentive and impartial examination of the volume has shown us that our suspicion was correct; for we have failed to discover in it the smallest addition to our pathological knowledge. Nor can we award higher praise to the treatment advocated, which can scarcely be considered novel, even in its details. The literary character of the work is even still more defective, and can hardly be regarded by the most lenient judgment as creditable either to the author or the celebrated school to which he belongs. No doubt the extremely faulty style in which a good deal of the work is written, must be attributed to mere carelessness on the part of the author, as it is impossible that the manifold blunders with which it abounds, can be the result of ignorance. And even on this assumption we cannot acquit the writer of blame of no light kind, more especially in his relation as a teacher of medicine. If 
